REMARKS 

In the Advisory Action dated May 12, 2005, the Examiner allowed claim 4. In 
addition, the Examiner maintained the rejections to Claims 1- 3, and 5-12 under 35 U.S.C. §112, 
first paragraph as allegedly containing subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make/use the invention. 

This response addresses each of the Examiner's objections and rejections. 
Accordingly, the present application is in condition for allowance. Favorable consideration of all 
pending claims is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-12 have been cancelled without prejudice for the purpose of 
expediting prosecution. No new matter has been added, and no amendments have been made in 
view of prior art. Entry of this amendment is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-3 and 5-12 under 35 U.S.C. §112, first 
paragraph, as allegedly lacking an enabling disclosure. For the sole purpose of expediting 
prosecution, the Applicants have cancelled claims 1-3 and 5-12. Accordingly, this rejection is 
rendered moot by this amendment. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, 
first paragraph, is overcome. Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 
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Thus, in view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the application is in 



condition for allowance, which action is earnestly solicited. 



Scully, Scott, Murphy & Presser 
400 Garden City Plaza-Suite 300 
Garden City, New York 11530 
516-742-4343 
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Peter I. Bernstein 
Registration No. 43,497 
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